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HE Baptiſm of Infants has been a trouble. 
ſome diſpute almoſt ever ſince the Refor- 
mation : but I ſhall only rehearſe a few argu- 
ments commonly uſed to yindicate the practice of 

baptizing children, | 
I. The Covenant made with Abraham, and As 
feed, Gen. xvii. is the Covenant of Grace; it 
includes, and was deſigned to extend to / Be. 
levers, When God promiſed to be a GOD to 
Abraham, and to kts feed, St. Paul aſſures us, 
that by Abraham's feed is meant all that ſhould 
imitate the faith of Abraham, whether they be 
Jetus or Gentiles, Gal. iii. 7. Know ye therefore, 
that they who are of the faith, the ſame are the 
children of Abraham, ver. 29. / ye are Chriſt's, 
then are ye Abraham's /eed, and heirs according to 
the promiſe 
The /me ſpiritual promiſes, and bleſſings, 
which belonged to the church under the O Teſta. 
ment, belong alſo to it under the New, Acts ii. gg. 
2 Cor. i. 20. Abraham is repieſented as the 
root, or flock of the viſible church, Rom xi. 16, 
17, Oc, The 7ewnſh church are the natural 
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branches of it; the Genliles are ingraſied into the 
[ame flo, ver. 17, 24. and partake of the bleſ— 
ſings of it. 

From theſe texts (and many others might eaſily 
be produced) it ſeems evident, that the 7errr//: 
and the tian Church are but one and the ſame 
villble church in a continued ſucceſſion, though 
under different adminiſtrations, and ordinances, 

II. The Covenant made with Abraham, and 
with /ts ſeed, is fill in force. This is implied in 
what has been already laid : but it ought to be 
particularly conſidered. It is plainiy aflerted by 
the Apoſtle, Gal. i. 17. Jo the ſame pur- 
poſe the Apoſtle ſpeaks in Rom. iv. 14, 16. 
Here he declares, that the promiſe made to bra. 
ham, is not made of none fed, or aboliſhed, but 
is ſure to all believers in . 

Ever ſince GOD called the family of Abraham, 
and ſetiled his viſible church in it, He never 
ſuffered it to fail. It was an everlaſting Covenant 
that he made with Aha, to be his GOD, and 
the GOD of his ſeed, Gen. xvii. 7, that he 
might be the father both of eus and Gentzles, 
who were brought into the church, as in Nom. iv. 
11, $6. 5 

III. The chzldren of the Zeros were viſible mem- 
bers of the Fewrſh church under the covenant of 
Avraham, and as ſuch they were acknowledged, 
and received into it by circumciſion, as the door 
of entrance, Gen. xvit. 9-14. | 

IV. The children of chriſtians were never cut off 
from this privilege, when their fathers were re- 
ceived into the church, whether they were Jews 
or Gent:l-s ; and therefore they are members of 
the c/r:/izan church allo, under ſpiritual promiſes, 
and bleſlings. When the Zezws, the natural 
branches, were cut off from the good olive-tree, 
their (ze buds were cut off with them alſo; and 


when 
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when the Gentzles by a profeſſion of faith were 
graſted in, as foreign branches, their lalile buds 
were grafted in with them. Chrift received the 
children that were brought by their parents, and 
laid has hands on them, and bleſſed them, and ſuid, 
of [uch ts the kingdom of heaven, Matt. x. 13—10. 
The promiſes of the Old Teſtament, wherein 
children are included in ſome ot the prophets, 
do refer to the Gentile church, as well as the 
Fewſh, Iſai. xliv. g. 5. Ila Ixv. 2g. Joel ii. 28, 
29. For zv 2s the bleſfing of Abraham which reaches 
to his feed, that comes upon the Gentiles through 
Jeſus Chriſt, Gal. iii. 14. Rom. xv. 8, 9. 
that the Gentiles may glorify GOD for his 
mercy. 

V. Bapti/m is now (like circumciſion of old) 
the // of God's covenant. This is plainly inti- 
mated by the Apoſtle in Gal. iii. 27, 29. Cir- 


cumcilion being aboliſhed, and baptiſm coming 
7 


in the room of it, baptiſm ſhould be applied to a4 


thole, who have any intereſt in the covenant, 2s 
circumciſion was. Now that baptiſm is come 
in the room of circumciſion, ſeems plain from 
Col. ii. 12, where the Apoſtle argues, that being 
baptized, we need not be circumciſed : and be- 
ſides, baptiſm and circumciſion ſignify the ſame 
thing, i. e. the removal of ſin; one by cutting off, 
and the other by waſhing away. 

VI. As this ſeems to manifeſt the rig/t of the 
children of chrijlians to theſe bleſlings, or that 
they have an intereſt in this Covenant, ſo there 
are ſome conit {erations, which render it very pro- 
bable, that children ſhould be admitted into the 


viſible church, by the chriſtian door of entrance, 


that is Sapti/m. As for inſtance : 

Firſt, the Goſpel, which is a diſpenſation of 
greater grace, does not ien, but zncreaſe the 
privileges of the church: it takes away yokes 
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and burdens indeed, ſuch as circumciſion was, 
Acts xv. 10. but does not diminiſh its honours or 
privileges. 

Again, when the father or mother of a family 
believed in Chriſt, their houſholds were baptized 
together with themſelves, even where there is no 
mention, that the houſhold believed in C/ri/t 
alſo : as in the caſe of Lyaza and Stephanas, Acts 
XVI. 15. 1 Cor. 1. 16. Now children are uſually 
a conſiderable part of the houſhold, | 

Yet further, children under the New Teſtament 
are as capable of receiving the bleſſings ſignified, 
and fulfilling the duties enjoined, as ever they 
were under the Od. It is granted, that they 
neither could then, nor can now underſtand the 
bleſſings nor the duties; yet they might receive 
the Seal of Circumciſion, or of Baptiſm, as a 
bond laid upon them in infancy, to fulfil the 
obligations and the duties of riper years, and as 
an encouragement to wait, and hope for the 
bleſſings. This was the caſe of Zew/h infants, 
m ** may not chriſlians be favoured with it 
allo 

The Covenant made with Abraham, and with 
his /eed, Gen. xvil. 7. included Infants. This 
Covenant is not repealed or diſannulled (II. Ar.) 
It was intended to extend to Chri/tzans, and their 
feed (I.) It is confirmed by God to Chrift, Gal, 
111. 17.) i. e. It was made with CAriſt, conſider- 
ed as including all his members in him. As Cir- 
cumcifion of old was the ſign of admitting perſons 
into this Covenant; ſo now Bapti/m is the /ign 
of admitting perſons into the /ame individual 
Covenant (V.) therefore it muſt be adminiſtred 
to the /ame per/ons, i. e. to infants, as well as to 
the adult. When the Covenant is the /ame, the 
privileges and promiſes the /ame, the cal muſt 
| have been the /ame, if it had not been changed, 

an 


——_ 
n 


F 


e 


* 


| I ar 
= TW 


Ga @ 0 W 6 QX XX 


2 
w 


L 


* * 1 —— . 


1 


and the /eed of Abraham to inherit muſt be the 
/ame alſo, unleſs there is any alteration made in 
the Goſpel. The ſeed in Covenant included In- 
fants are {till part of that ſeed of Abraham. The 
ſeed of Abraham had a riglit to the /eal of the 
covenant ; their rig ſtill continues as the covenant 
does; and therefore they are to be admitted, In- 
fants in particular, to Baptiſin, the preſent /eal of 
this covenant. 
If God thought fit to make any alterations in 
any circumſtance of this Covenant, it ſeems ne- 
ceſſary, that he ſhould give notice of it in the 
Goſpel. Accordingly as he thought fit to change 
the old ſign of circumciſion for Baptiſm, ſo he 


has in the Goſpel, expreſsly warned us of the 


change, Ads xv. 24.—XXll. 21, 25. Gal. v. 2. 
3. And as he chole to make one alteration, with 
regard to the per/ons to whom the /eal of the ſaid 
Covenant ſhould be applied, and to ordain that 
females, as well as males, ſhould be baptized, ſo 
he has expreſsly told us of this alteration in the 
Goſpel, Ads viii. 12. xvi. 14, 15. Gal. iii. 27, 
28. In like manner it muſt be concluded, that if 
God would have had a further alteration made, if 
Inſants of believing parents, that were formerly 
to partake of the ſeal of this Covenant were upon 
the coming of Crit, to partake of it no more; 


. undoubtedly God would have given us expreſs 


warning of it, and have told us in the Goſpel, 
that though /nfants, before Chriſt came, were in 
the Covenant, now they are to be /hut out of it. 
But as the Goſpel ſays no ſuch thing, it ſeems to 
me certain, it cannot be true. It is then incum- 
bent upon thole who oppoſe Infant Baptiſm, if 
they would make their point good, poſitively to 
rove this by texts, which expreſsly declare, 
that Curiſt has caft Infan!s out of the Covenant, 
though before they were in it. But no ſuch texts 
| ꝗ 4 Can 
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can be produced : therefore it appears, they con- 
tinue in Covenant, and have ſtill a rzg/t to the 
eat of it, which is Baptiſim. 

It will be in vain here to urge, that the Scrip— 
ture ſufficiently deciares againſt applying this ſeal 


Sof the Covenant to Infants, by making /ath and 


repentance the condilions of Bapti m. For this 
kind of arguing would as well prove, that [n/arts 
heretofore were not qualified for Circumaſion, 
which yet ns man will alfert. As this argument 
would prove too much, it muſt be looked upon as 
proving nothing. It will be needful to add as a 

diſtinct head, that 
VII. The texts which ſpeak of faith as the 
term of Baptiſm, do not at all imply, that [r/ants 
are not to be baptized. In the caſe juſt now 
mentioned, there is a parallel between Baptr/m 
and Curcumciion. If a heathen heretofore was 
prolelyted to the Jew?ſh religion, and did here- 
upon deſire to be circumciſed, he was admitted to 
C:rcumaſion upon the account ot his faith in the 
God of acl. Ani nll he proſeſſed this faith, 
he could not {awfully be circumciſed. And if 
a fewſh prophet had been inviting a ſet of hea- 
thens to Zudar/m, and Circumciſton, he would have 
been forced to talk in ſuch a manner as this, viz. 
+ Belicve in the one true GOD and ye ſhall be 
circumciſed, He that believeth, and is circumci— 
ſed, ſhall be ſaved : but he that believeth not, 
jhail be condemned. Repent of your Idolatry, 
and other fins, and be circumciſed, Circumci— 
ſion now ſaveth us, not the putting away a bit 
of fleſh, but the an{wer of a good conſcience to- 
ward the true GOD. Arile then and be circum- 
ciſed, and put away your fins.” In this manner, 
the 7ewi/h prophet mult have ſpoke to his Heathen 
audience. And if he had /ucceeded, and made 
prolclytes, the hiſtory of it muſt have been ex- 
preſſed 
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preſſed in ſuch language as this, iz. When 
the Heathens believed the prophet preaching the 
things concerning the kingdom of God, they 
were, circumciſed. A certain convert ſaid to the 
Fewnſh -prophet, what ſhould hinder my being 
circumciſed ? The prophet anſwered, It you be- 
lieve with all your heart, you may. He replied, E 
believe that there is one GOD, and that Mofes 1s 
his prophet, And hereupon he circumciſed him. 
Others hearing. believed, and were circumeiſed.“ 
This, I apprehend, muſt have been the language, 
in caſe the prophet had preached to a Heathen 
nation, and proſelyted them. And yet, I ſup- 
pole, that no one would, fiom this kind of lan- 
guage, infer, that Infants were not to be eircum- 
ciſed, or that ad ual faith in God was lo univerſal. 
ly neceſſary to C:rcumer/ion, as that infants were 
not to receive it, for want of actual faith. As 
this will be allowed by every one, it muſt be ac- 
knowledged alſo, by parity of reaſon, that 7/e 
very /ame expreſſions, when in the /ame circum- 
ſtances applied to Baptiſm, cannot imply that 
Infants are not to be baptized. All I now con- 
tend for is, that they do not even /cem to imply, 
that infants are not to be baptized ; for this they 
cannot do, unleſs in the cale above repreſented, 
they did alfo imply, that infants were not hereto- 
fore to be carcumcor/ed, As it will be allowed, 
they would not have implied this, they cannot 
conliſtenily be thought to imply the other. 

If it had been fic to have continued Cixcumeiſon, 
as the ſign of God's Covenant, and Chriſt had 
actually continued it, when he gave his Apoſtles 
a commiſſion to proſelyte the Gentile nations, I 
do not fee how he could have expreſſed his 
thoughts better than (his : Go proſetyte all nations, 
circumciſing them in the name of the Father, and of 


. the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, i, e. prove to the 


Gentiles, 


- 


bw — 
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Gentiles, that 7e/us is the Chriſt, and when they 


profeſs to believe this, circumciſe them. Would 
the Apoſtle, or any one elſe, have inferred from 
hence, that Infants, not having actual faith, were 
not to be circumciſed? Nay, rather on the other 
hand, the Apoſtle would have reaſoned thus: 
The ſign of © OD's Covenant, Circumciſion, has 
hitherto been confined to one nation, even that of 
the Miacliles: but now Chrit has commanded us 
to extend it to all the nations of the earth. He 
has ordered us to go and profelyte all nations, and 
circumciſe them. Surely it is his intention, that 
we ſhould take our pattern from the practice of 
Circumciſion among the Jews. He cannot there- 
fore be ſuppoſed to mean, that we muſt only cir- 
cumciſe grown men, who are capable of believing 
the Goſpel and profeſs ſo to do. It is evident he 
intends, that when we ſhall have circumciſed 
ſuch, we ſhould next circumciſe therr male chil- 
dren; and that in after generations, the males 
among them ſhould be circumciſed the eighth 
day. Thus it was at the firſt inſtitution. Abra- 
ham was firſt circumciſed, then his children, of 
whatſoever ages they happened to be; and in 
after generations their children were circumciſed 
on the eighth day. This is a direction to us. And 
when we are bid to go, proſetyte all nations, cir- 
cumcing them, we plainly fee, we are not for- 
bidden to circumciſe Infants ; but, on the con- 
trary, are ordered to imitate this example of our 
Father Abraham.” I obſerved, it Circumahon 
had been retained, as the feal of the Covenant, and 
the ſame conmyY/ion had been gen to the apollles, 
as now was given them, only the word circumciſe 
uſed inftead of baptize, no one would have ima— 
gined, that form ot expreſſion would in the leaſt 
have interfered with the Circumciion of Infants, 
It is as certain then that the /ame torm of words, 

applied 
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applied to Baptiſin, cannot in the leaſt interfere 
with the Baptt/m of Infants. 

Theſe conſiderations, I think, fully take off the 
force of all the objections that men think they find 
in che ſcripture againſt the bapt ſin of Infants. It 
there be any thing in the nature of baptiſm, as a 
cal of the Covenant, which confines it to ſuch as 
believe, there muſt have been the /ame limiting 
nature in Circumciſton, which was a /eal of the 
ame Covenant. But as this is certainly falle, the 
other cannot be true. If an Infant was not by 
reaſon of his age, unqualified to receive the lign 
of Circumciſion, a /eal of the righteouſneſs of faith, 
an Infant cannot now by reaſon. ot his age, be 
conſiſtently thought unqualified for Baht iſin, which 
is a ſeal of the /ame. 

Farther to confirm this point, if it needs con- 
firmation, it may be obſerved, that te /ame forms 
of expreſſion, which are urged out of the New 
Te/tament, to prove that infants are not qualified 
for Bapt:i/m, for want of actual fauth and repen- 
tance, would equally prove them unqualified ſor 
ſalvation. From Chriſt's ſaying, he that believes, 
and is baptized, ſhall be ſa ved, ſome have infer- 
red, that a perſon mult actually believe, or elle 
be cannot be baptized. With as much ſtrength 
of reaſon they might infer, that a perſon cannot 
be ſaved, unleſs he actually believe! eſpecially 
ſince it is added, He that belteveth not ſhall be 
damned. Yet it is acknowledged, that though 
Infants do not believe, yet they ſhall not be 
damned. It is evident then to all, that this text 
muſt be interpreted, as ſpeaking on/y of the adults, 
who were capable of hearing and believing the 
Goſpel. Since then it does not at all ſpeak of 
Infants, they may be ſaved, and may be lapiized 
too, notwithſtanding they are not believers. The 
method of proving that they may be /aved without 

fail, 
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faith, will as neceſſarily demonſtrate, that they 
may be baptized without their own faith, notwith- 
ſtanding any thing that is laid down in this text. 


Thus all the objections againſt Infant-Baptiſm are 
at once cut off. 


VIII. In the Chriſtian Church from its earligſt 
ages, and we think from the Apo/iles time, it has 
been the cuſtom to baptize the infant children of pro- 
Heffed cliriſtians. | 

To prove this, I ſhall produce a ſew witneſles, 

among many. 1. V% Martyr, who wrote 
about forty vears after the Apoſtles, in his dialo- 
gue with Trypho the Jew, page 59. plainly 
peaks of Baptiſin, as being to Chriftzans in the 
ſtead of C:rcumcfron. And in his apology for the 
Chriſlians, near the beginning, he ſays, Several 
per/ons among us of fixty and ſeventy years old, of 
both [exes, were diſcipled [or made diſciples 40 
Chriit in or from their childiiood.”” Pleale to 
obſerve, that Zu/{in's word ια ra- were diſ- 
cipled or made diſciples, is the very fame word that 
had been uſed by St. Matthew xxvii. 19. in ex- 
preſhng our Saviour's command, Aareal, di 
ciple all nations. And it was done to thele per- 
fons, Juſtin ſays, in, or from their childhood. 
And he wrote that apology within forty years of 
the death of the apoſtles : and ſeventy years 
reckoned back from that time, do reach into the 
midit of the apoſtles time. | 

2. lreneus, born about the time of St. Jonun's 
death, in his treatiſe, Ado. Hareſ. lib. 2. cap. 
3. ſpeaking of Chriſt, ſays, * Not dildaining nor 
going in a way above human nature, nor break- 
ing in his own perſon the law which he had let 
for mankind : but ſanctiilying every ſeveral age 
by the likeneſs it has to him. For he came to 
ſave alt perſons by himſelf ; 44, I mean, who by 
| . hun 
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him are regenerated unto God; Infants, and lie 
tie ones, and children, and youths, and elderly 


perſons. Therefore he went through the ſeveral 
ages: for infants being mace an infant, ſanttifying 
Infants, &c.” 

This teſtimony, which reckons Infants among 
thoſe that are regenerated, is plain and full. Dr. 
Mall has largely thewn, that the word regenerating | 
does, particularly in the writings of Iren@us, and 
in the uſual phraſe of thoſe times, ſignify Bap- 
tiꝛing: he mentions ſome places, which expreſs— 
ly declare, that Chriſt was regenerated by John ; 
meaning that he was vapt:zed by him. 

Near the time that {renaus wrote the above 
treatiſe, Clemens Alexandrinus wrote his Pædagog, 
wherein he expreſsly lays, “ The word regenera- 
tion is the name of Bapit/m,” (I. 1. c. 6. near 
the beginning :) his thus plainly declaring, that 
regenerating is the common name for Baptizing, 
does very much confirm the argument taken from 
Irenæus, who aflert:, that ſnfants were regene- 
rated unto God. p 

Pleaſe to take notice, how near this *man was 
to the Apoſtles time. Trenaus bimſelf ſays, I. 5. 
c. go. that the revelation made to St. %u in 
Patmos, was but a little before his time, and that 
revelation was hve or ſix years before St. John 8 
death. In an age & nigh the apoſtles, and in a 
place where one of them had fo Jately lived, the 
Chriſtians could not be ignorant what had been 
done in their time, in a matter ſo publick as the 

baptizing, or not baptizing of Infants. 

3. Origin is not only expreſs for the baptizing 
of Intants, but gives his reaſons for it: in his 
eighth homily, or ſermon, on Zeurticus, c. 12. he 
thus lays, © Hear David ſpeaking; I was, ſays 
he, Japan in iguity, and in fin did my A 
conceit e m: ; ſhewing, that every ſoul ** is 

Orn 
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born in the fleſh is polluted with the filth of fin, 


and iniquity : and that therefore that was ſaid, 
which we mentioned before; that none is free from 
fotlutton, tho" his life be but the length of one day. 

* Beſides all this, let it be conſidered, what is 
the reaſon, that whereas the baptiſm of the church 
is given for the forgiveneſs of fins, [nfants ar- 
al/o by the uſuage of the church, baptized ; when, 
if there was nothing in infants that wanted for- 
giveneſs and mercy, the grace of bapulm would 
be needleſs to them.“ 

Again, in his Homily on Luke xiv. he ſays as 
follows : © Infants are baptized for the forgive- 
neſs of ſins. Of what fins ? or when have they 
ſinned ? Or how can any reaſon of the laver in 
their caſe hold good, but according to that ſenſe 
that we mentioned even now : none 2s free from 
pollution, tho his life be but the length of one day 
upon earth? And it is for that reaſon, becauſe 
by the ſacrament of baptiſm the pollution of our 
birth is taken away, that Infants are baptized.” 

Yet farther, in the fifth book of his commen- 
tary on the epiſtle to the Romans, he ſays thus, 
„And alſo in the law it is commended, that a 
facrifice be offered for every child that is born; 
a fo” of turtle doves, or two young pigeons ; of 
which one ig for a fin offering, the other for a. 
burnt-offering. For what fin is this one pigeon 
offered? Can the child that is new born have 
committed any fin ? It has even then fin, for 
which the ſacrifice is commanded to be offered; 
from which even he, whoſe life is but of one day, 
is denied to be free. 

For this alſo it was, that the church had FROM 
THE APOSTLES AN ORDER to give Bapli/m to 
Infants. For they to whom the divine myſteries 
were committed, knew that there is in all perſons 
the natural pollution of ſin, which muſt be done 
away by water, and the ſpirit,” 

The 
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The reader is deſired to obſerve, that Origin 
not only ſays, that it was the cuſtom of the church 
10 baptize Inſants, but he expreſsly affirms, 
« That the church received an order from the 
APOSTLES to give Baptiſm even to Infants.” 

There is one circumſtance that makes Or:gen a 


more competent witneſs to give evidence, whe- 


ther the baptizing of Infants had been in uſe, time 
out of mind, or not; than moſt other authors that 
we have left to us of that age ; becauſe he was 
himſelf of a family that had been c/rz/lzan for a 
long time. The other wineſles that 1 have men- 
tioned, except Jrenaus, muſt have been them- 


ſelves baptized in adult age; becauſe they were 


of keathen parents. But Origen's father was a 
martyr for Chriſt in the perſecution under Sever us 
the year after the Apoſtles, 102. And Eufſebius (in 
his hiſtory, book 6. ch. 19) aſſures us that his fore- 
fathers had been Chriſtians for ſeveral generations, 

Now fince Origen was born in the 3 
year after the Apoſtles (for he was ſeventeen 


years old when his father ſuffered matyrdom) his 


grandfather, or at leaſt his great grandfather, muft 
have lived in the Apoſtles time. And as he could 
not be ignorant whether he was himſelf baptized 
in infaney, ſo he had no farther than his own fa. 
mily to go, to enquire what was practiſed in the 
times of the Apoſtles. 

Beſides that, he was a very learned man, and 
could not be ignorant of the uſe of the churches; 
in moſt of which he had alſo travelled; for as he 
was born and. bred at Alexandria, ſo it appears out 
of Euſcbius's liſtory, B. 6. that he had lived in 
Greece, and at Rome, and in Cappadocia, and 
Arabia, and ſpent the main part of his life in 
Syria and Paleſtine. | 

5. What 1 apprehend very much ſtrengthens 
the truth of Intant Baptiſm, that it is of a divine 
original, is this, About one hundred and fifty 

years 
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years after the death of St. % the Apoſtle, 
there was an aſſembly of ſixty fix Biſhops, who 
ſpoke of Infant-Baiiſm, as « known, citabliſhed, 
and unconteſted practi e.“ One F:dus queſtion- 
ed, whether Intan's were to be baptized ſo ſoon 
as within two or three days afie: their birth, and 
whether it would not be better to defer their bap- 
tiſm, ull they were eight days old, as was obſerved 
in circumeiſtion; which ſeruples he propoſed to 
this alſembly, and in which he deſired their reſo- 
Jution, which they ſent in a letter to him: part of 
which I ſhall tran{cribe. 

„Cyprian, and che reſt of the Biſhops, who were 
preſent at the council, ſixty-ix in number, to 4 
dus our bruther, greeting, _ 

We read your leuer, moſt dear brother, - - - 
But as to the caſe of Infants: whereas you 


judge, that they muſt not be baptized within two or 


three days after they are born; and that the rule of 
circumciſion is to be obſerved, ſo that none ſhould be 
baptized, and ſanctiſied beforethe erghth day after he 
25 born : we were all in our allembly of the con- 
trary opinion. 

We judge that no perſon is to be hindered 
from obtaining the grace, by the law, that is now 
appointed; and that the ſpiritual circumciſtion 
ought not to be reſtrained by the crcum/ton 
that was according to the fleſh ; but that all are 
to be admitted to the grace of Chriſt ; ſince Peter 
ſpeaking in the Ads of the Apoſtles, ſays, The 
; pF has fſhewn me, that no perſon is to be called 
common, or unclean. 

This thereto1e, dear brother, was cur Opinion 
in the allembly ; that it is not for us to hinder, 
any perſon from Baptiſm, and the grace of God, 
who is mercitul, and benign, and affettionate to 


all. Which rule, as it holds for all, ſo we think 


it more eſpecially to be obſerved in reference to 
| Infants 


3 


Infants newly born: to whom our help and the 
divine mercy is rather to be granted; becauſe, by 
their cries and tears at their firſt entrance iu o the 
world, they do intimate nothing ſo much, as that. 
they implore compaſſion,” 

From this piece of hiſtory it appears, that both 
the perſons who moved the doubt, and all the per- 
fons who reſolved it, unanmouſty agreed in this, 
that ſnſants were to be bapized, and that it was 
the ſettled cuſtom of the church to baptize them. 
It the aſſembly had been againſt Infant Baptiſm, 
they would have anſwer'd; 1 zs /o far from being 
neceſſary to baptize children on the erghth day after 
their birth, that they ought not to be bapiized at all, 
till they are of age to judge and att for themſelves. 
But none of thole bilhops was in this ſentiment. 
They all look'd upon it, as a thing unconteſted, 
that infants were to be baptized. 

It we look back from this time to the ſpace that 
had palled from the apoſtles time, which was but 
150 years, we muſt conclude, that it was eaſy 
then to know the practice of chr:/ltans in the 
apoſtles days. For ſome of theſe 66 bilhops may 
be thought to be at this tune ſixty or ſeventy 
yeers old themſelves, which reaches almoſt to 
half the ſpace : and at that time when they were 
Infants, there muſt have been ſeveral alive, that 
were born within the apoſtles age. And ſuch 
could not be ignorant, whether infants were bap- 
tized in that age, when they themſelves were ſome 
of thoſe infants. And as there was no diſpute, 
or dilterence of opinion fas there mult have been 
among ſo many, it any innovation had been 
made: for it is here exprelsly faid, there was not 
one of Fidus's mind,) that infant baptiſin muſt be 
delayed till the eighth day; much leſs then was 
there any of opinion, that it was not to be at 17 
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In a doctrinal point, as Mr. Baxter well ob- 
ferves, a miſtake is eaſter, than in a bare narration 
of ſome one fact: but in a matter of fact of ſo 
publick notice, and which ſo many thouſands 
were partakersin as baptiſm was, how could they 
be ignorant?“ 

Suppoſe it were a queſtion now among us, whe- 
ther perſons were baptized at age only, or in 
infancy alſo, eighty years before we were born : 
were it not eaſy to know the truth, what by report, 
and what by records ? 

I ſhall conclude what I have to remark on this 
teſtimony with obſerving, that we ſee here con- 
firmed, what was ſaid before, that baptiſm was 
reckoned to be to chriſtians in the room of cir- 
cumciſion. For it was upon that account, that 
Fidus thought it muſt be the time of the old cir- 
cumciſion; and the Biſhops of the council, tho' 
denying that, do call it the /þ:r:tual | or chriſtian ] 
circumciſion. 

6. Ambroſe commenting on thoſe words, Lute 
. 17, where the angel, propheſies of 7 the 
Baptiſt, ke /hal! go before him in the ſpirit and 
power of Elias, after having ſhewn in ſeveral 
particulars, how 7ohn, in his office, did reſem- 
ble Elias, and having mentioned that miracle of 
Elus dividing the river Fordan, adds thus; 
But perhaps this may ſcem to be fulfilled in 
our time, and in the apoſtles time. For that re- 
turning of the river waters backward toward the 
ſpring-head, which was cauſed by Elias, when 
the river was divided (as the {cripture ſays, Zor- 
dan was driven back) ſignified the ſacrament of 
the laver of ſalvation, which was afterwards to 
be inſlituted; by which thoſe [nfants that are bap- 
tized, are reformed reformed back again from 
wickedneſs ſor a corrupt ſtate] io che primitive 
Hate of their nature.“ 

He 


0 


He means they are ſreed from the guilt of ori- 
ginal ſin, and in ſome ſenſe reduced back to the 
primitive ſtate, in which man was, beſore that 
happened. He plainly ſpeaks of [ufants, as bap- 
trzed in the Apoſiles time, as well as in his on; and 
makes St. ohn, in baptizing infants for the re- 
formation of their nature to the primitive purity of 
it, to reſemble Elias in turning back the waters 
to their ſpring-bead. 

Auſtin, in his treatiſe De Bapti/ſmo contra 
Donatiſtas, lib. 4. C. 2g. having had occafion 
to ſpeak of the penitent thief, who obtained ſal- 
vation without baptiſm, ſhews, that is no more 
an argument againſt the neceſſity of baptiſm, 
where it may be had, than the example of bap- 
biæed Infants obtaining ſalvation without Varth, is 
an argument againſt the neceſſity of faith, where 
the ſubject is capable of it. Near the concluſion 
of the fourth book, he ſays, © And as the thief 
who by neceſſity went without baptiſm, was ſaved, 
becauſe, by his piety, he had it ſpiritually : fo 
where baptiſm is had, tho' the party by neceſſity 

o without that | faith | which the thief had, yet 
2 is ſaved. Which the whole body of the church 
holds, as delivered to them, in the caſe of little 
infants baptized : who certainly cannot yet be- 
lieve with the heart to rightcouſncls, or contels 
with the mouth to ſalvation, as the thiet could; 
nay, by their crying and noiſe, white the facra- 
ment is adminiſtring, they diſturb the holy my— 
ſteries : and yet no chr:i//ran man of any ſort will 
ſay, they are baptized to no purpole. 

And if any one do a. for divine authority in 
this matter, though that which tue whole church 
practiſes, and which has not been influued by 
councils, but was ever in ule, is very realonably 

believed 
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believed to be no other than a thing ordered by He 
authority of the Apoſiles : yet we may beſides take 
a true eſtimate, how much the ſacrament of ba p- 
tilm does avail infants, by the circumciſion 
which God's ſormer people received.” In what 
follows, he moſt plainly declares, that baptiſm 
is to the Chriſtian infants, as circumciſion was to 
the fewiſſr, 

Though Ain ſpeaks of Inſant-Baptiſm in this 
Place but occaſionally, his words are a fuli evi- 
dence, that it was then univerſally practiſed, and 
had been ſo beyond the memory of any man, 
or of any record: that they took it to be a 
thing chat had not been enacted by any Ccoun- 


cal, but had been in uf from the beginning of 


Chriſtianity. And they had then but goo years 
to look back to the times of the Apollles, where- 
as we now have upwards of 1600. And many 
writings, and records, which are now lult, were 
then extant, and ealily known. 

It delerves a particular remark, that molt of 
theſe witneſles for Infant-Bapiiſm, were not only 
faithful to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, but were faith- 
ful unto death, joytully ſuffering mar:yrdom for 
the truth: ſurely, this is a great acceſlion to the 
ftren-th of their teſtimony. 

All theſe things put together, ſeem to prove, 
that Infant-Baptiim was prattiſed in the church of 
Chriſt from the beginning, and conſequently that 
it is of an apoſtolical and divine original, 

As for the firſt four hundred years, there ap- 
pears only one man, Tertullian, that adviſed the 
delay of Intani-Baptilin 24 /ome caſes, and one 
Gregory, that did perhaps practice luch delay in 
the caſe of his children; but no ſociety of men 
ſo chinking, or ſo practiſing: ſo in the next [even 
hundred years, there is not lo much as one man 
to be found, that either ſpoke for, or POR 
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fuch delay. But all the contrary. And when 
one fect among the Mulden ſes declared againſt the 
baptizing of iniants, as being uncapable of ſalva- 
tion, the main body of that people rejetted their 
opinion: and thoſe of them that held that opini- 
on, quickly dwindled away, and diſappeared ; 
there being no more heard of holding that tenet, 
till the riſing of the German antipædobaptiſts, in 
the year 1522. © And all che national churches 
now in the world do profeſs and practice Infant- 
baptiſm.” 

This brings to mv remembrance a very clear 
pioof for the baptiſm of Infants, which much 
latisfied the mind of the great and good Mr. Bax- 
ter; I ſhall relate it in his own words. © I am 
fully ſatisfied, that Mr. Tombs cannot ſhew me 
any ſociety (1 think not one man) that ever open- 
ed their months again baptiſm of infants, till 
about 200 years ago, or thereabout which con- 
fums me much, that it is from the apoſtles times, 
or elle ſome one would have been found as an 
oppoler of it; even as I profeſs ſeriouſly, that 
it much ſatisfieth my conſcience, that Chriſt and 
his apoſtles did never ſhut the infan's of believ- 
ing Zews (and conſequently not of believing 
Gentiles) from being members of his viſible church 
in that 1 never find in all the New Teltament one 
word of exception, arguing, murmuring, or 
diſſatisfaction againſt it; when as it cannot pol- 
ſibly be conceived, but thoſe eus who kept 
ſuch a ſtir before they would let go Circumciſion, 
the lign of church-memberſhip, when yet they 
had baptiſm, another ſign, would undoubtedly 
have been much more ſcandaliz'd at the unchurch- 
ing of all their children, and would have, much 
hardlier have let go that privilege of their church 
memberſhip, or at leaſt have raiſed ſome fcruple 
about it, which might have occaſioned one word 
of ſatisfaction from ſome one of the r N 
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eſpecially when Paul calls them holy, and Chriſt 
ſaith, Suffer them to come to me, and forbid them 
not, for of Juch is the kingdom of God. I know 
not how Mr. T— —, and ſuch others think 
on theſe things; but, for my part, they ſtick ſo 


cloſe to my conſcience, that I dare not fay, 


Chriſt would have no infants received into his 
viſible church among the number of Chriſtians, 
when I find he once placed them in the church; 
and neither Mr. , nor any man breath- 
ing, can ſhew me one word of ſcripture where 


ever Chriſt did put them out again; and yet theſe 


O 
men pretend to ſtand to the determination of ſcrip- 


ture. I would this one thing were impartially 
conſidered.” 

With regard to the mode of baptizing, I would 
only add, Chriſt no where, as far as I can find, 
requires dipping but only baptizing ; ; which word, 
many moſt eminent for learning and piety, have 
declared, ſignifies to pour on, or /prinile, as well 
as to dip. As our Lord has graciouſly given us a 


word of ſuch extenſive meaning, doubtleſs the 


parent, or the perſon to be baptized, if he be 
adult, ought to chooſe which way he beſt approves. 
What G00 has left indifferent it becomes not 
man to make neceſſary. 

I think it proper in this place to ſubjoin what 
Dr. Walls has declared concerning the ſignificati- 
on of this word. The Greek word Baptize, 
(ſays he) ſignifies o waſh any thing properly 

water coming over it: Now there are feveral 
ways of ſuch waſhing, (vzz.) /privkling water on 
it in a ſmall quantity, pouring water on it in a 
larger quantity, or ding it under water, either 
in part or in whole: And ſince this ſeems to be 
left undetermined in ſcripture to one particular 
mode ; therefore any of thele ways of walking 
may be ſufhcient to anſwer the purpoſe of this 
ordinance. Now that the Greek word ſignifies 


zoaſhing a thing in general by water coming over 
it, 
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it, and not always dipping, is argued by learned 
men, not only from ancient Greek authors, but 
from the New Teſtament itſelf, as Luke xi. g8. 
The Phariſees marvelled that Jeſus had not f 
waſhed before dinner. In Greek that he was not 
firſl Hapliæed; and can it be ſuppoſed, that they 
would have him dp himſelf in water ? Mark vii. 
4. The Phariſees, when they come from the market, 
eat not except they are waſhed. In Greeh, except 
they are baptized ; ſurely it cannot mean except 
they were dipped. And if this ſhould be reſtrained 
+_ to ſignify waſhung ther hands only, yet it does not 
* ſignify neceſſarily dipping them; for the manner 
of waſhing their hands of old, was by pouring 
water on them, as Eliſha poured water on the hands 
+= of Elyah, 2 Kings iii. 11. Yet further they 
practiſed the waſhing of tables (in Greek, baptiſm of 
beds) as well as cups and veſſels. Now beds could 
not uſually be waſhed by dipping, Heb. ix. 10. 
„The Jews had divers waſhings preſcribed by Mo— 
/es, (in greek, baptiſms) which were ſprinkling and 
pouring water on things, as well as plunging them 
all over in water. Ie children of Iſrael were 
baptized unto Mc ſes in the cloud andthe jea, in their 
paſſage thro the red-ſea, at their march from Egypt, 
1 Cor. xit. 2. Not that they were dzpped in the 
water, but they were /þrinkled by the clouds over 
their heads, and perhaps by the water which ſtood 
up in heaps as they palled by. 

Beſides, pouring or ſprinkling more naturally 
repreſents moſt of the ſpiritual bleſſings ſignified 
by baptiſm (vz2z) the ſprinkling the blood of 
Chriſt on the conſcience, or the pouring out of 
the ſpirit on the perſon bapiized, or ſprinkling 
him with clean water, as an emblem of the in- 
fluence of ihe ſpirit ; all which are the things fig. 
nified in baptiſm, as different repreſentations of 
the cleanſing away of the guilt or defilement of fin 
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I conclude, ſince this controverſy has diſſicul- 
tics attending it, perſons of an honeſt and ſincere 
ſoul, in fearching out the truth, may happen to 
run into different opinions: but the things where. 
in we agree, are ſo important, as ſhould not ſuffer 
us to (quarrel about the leſter things wherein we 
differ. Our brethren, who reject infant-baptiſm, 
as well as we who prattile it, all agree in a belief 
of the ſacred inſtitution of this ordinance : we all 
agree, that children ſhould be devoted to God, 
and ſhould be partakers of all the privileges which 
ſcripture admins, and that they ſhould grow up 
under all poſſible obligations to duty: and ſince 
each of us delires to find out the will of Chrift, 
and practice it accordingly, it is a moſt unreaſona- 
ble thing, that we ſhould be angry with each other, 
becaule ſome of us are devoted to God and Chriſt 
by this ceremony, a liule /ooner or a little later 
than others; or becauſe ſome devote their chil. 
dren tv God in baptiſm, as a claim of privi- 
leges, and an obligation to duties, before they can 
do this for themſelves, and are capable of acting 
therein: or becauſe ſome of us think, this ordi- 
nance requires much water, and that the whole 
body be immerſed in 1t ; others ſuppoſe, a little 
is ſufficient, and that he who hath the face or 


head waſhed in this ſolemnity, has as true a ſigni- 


ficancy of goſpel benefits and obligations, as he, 
who has his whole body put under water, fince 
our Saviour thought ſo when he waſhed Peter's 
feet, 7ohn xiii, 10. In ſhort, where faith in 
Chriſt, and love to God, and obedience to the 
ſanctifying operations of the ſpirit, are made ne- 


ceſſary to ſalvation, and agreed upon by us all, it 


is pity that theſe leſſer things ſhould raiſe ſuch 
unhappy contentions among the diſciples of the 
blefſed Jeſus, the Prince of Peace, 
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I conclude, ſince this controverſy has difhcul- 
ties attending it, perſons of an honeſt and ſincere 
ſoul, in ſearching out the truth, may happen to 
run into different opinions: but the things where. 
in we agree, are ſo important, as ſhould not ſuffer 
us to quarrel about the leſſer things wherein we 
differ. Our brethren, who rejett infant-baptiſm, 
as well as we who prattile it, all agree in a belief 
of the ſacred inſtitution of this ordinance : we all 
agree, that children ſhould be devoted to God, 
and ſhould be partakers of all the privileges which 
ſcripture admits, and that they ſhould grow up 
under all poſſible obligations to duty: and ſince 
each of us deſires to find out the will of Chrift, 
aud practice it accordingly, it is a moſt unreaſona- 
ble thing, that we ſhould be angry with each other, 
becaule ſome of us are devoted to God and Chriſt 
by this ceremony, a little /ooner or a little later 
than others; or becauſe ſome devote their chil- 
dren to God in baptiſm, as a claim of privi- 
leges, and an obligation to duties, before they can 
do this for themſelves, and are capable of actin 
therein : or becauſe ſome of us think, this ordi- 
nance requires much water, and that the whole 
body be immerſed in 1t ; others ſuppoſe, a little 
is {ufficient, and that he who hath the face or 
head waſhed in this ſolemnity, has as true a ſigni- 
ficancy of goſpel benefits and obligations, as he, 
who has his whole body put under water, ſince 
our Saviour thought ſo when he waſhed Peter's 
feet, on xiii. 10. In ſhort, where faith in 
Chriſt, and love to God, and obedience to the 
ſanctifying operations of the ſpirit, are made ne- 
ceſſary to ſalvation, and agreed upon by us all, it 
is Pity that theſe leſſer things ſhould raiſe ſuch 
unhappy contentions among the diſciples of the 
blefled Jeſus, the Prince of Peace. 
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